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_i_lt_}wing Pinochets overthrow of the Allende government.”! Nobod)y ques

! h__i._r"zriry of what happened in Chile.
5 :-'TI? can't say for sure what happened to the Chilean left as a result of its repression—
i 'f?-"'j %:Jspﬂ:t it dissipated, because I've not heard much of it for a long time now—but I do
HE 'kiﬂ:nw what's happened with AIM. We've absorbed the body blows, evolved, decentral-
Eﬁ,an{l reappeared all over the continent in different guises. During the armed con-

-_ﬁ__é"r['tarinn at Oka, near Mantréal, in ISJEJI;'J, ATM was called the Mohawk Warrior
3 .;ni._fﬁt].r.” At the armed confrontation at Gustafsen Lake, British Columbia, a couple

ﬁ: ts later, AIM was called something else.*® Whartever the name, whatever the lo-
e ;'.;:_—]am:s Bay, Big Mountain, Lubicon Lake, Western Shoshone, it doesn't mat-

:Et‘r::‘;::u% all the same thing and it’s all indigenist to the core.™ :
;‘EE"['],: same can be said of the native sovereignty movements in Hawai'i and elsc-
; :E;re acrass the Pacific, of the struggles for a “Karin free state” in Burma and for the
I@Eﬁcndcnm of Nagaland in India, of the Kurdish secessionist movement in the
Middle East, the Polisario in the Western Sahara, the Basques and Catalans in Spain,

| ih;T frish in Ulster, even the Scots and Welsh on the main British isle.’ Anywhere you

tions the

Es

it

A

{A_l;lﬂil_gr.nism, not communism, is the "specter haunting Europe” and the rest of the
S world these days.3® '

i ihp €lites thar they'd wage ninety simultaneous wars to suppress it is something to be
b & f_:l seriously. Assessing what he'd discovered, Neitschmann deseribed it as amount-
it _y}g:m a “Third World War," and in many ways he was right.”” World War I11, the war
';'Jnfi‘thc most fundamental forms of human liberation and against what Noam Chom-
g m']:é}nrhu called “world oiders, old and new,” is going on right now, as [ speak.®®

ecause of it, the world as we all know it is changing rapidly and irrevocably for
e better. The only choice to be made in seeking to come to grips with this new face
_E:F:'uﬂti.un is whether, like Sartre and Simone, you wish to stand on the "right side of
stoty.” IF so, the possibilities which present themselves are limitless.
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i {@Eﬁ_un every continent save Antarctica, you'll find Fourth World liberation struggles. -

It seems obvious than anything considered threatening enough by the world's rul- .
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New Face of Liberation is the first in a series
::fhpamphl:ts mgiad and distributed by ocotillo
anarchist press that will explore green anarchy,
indigenism, and the potential synthesis of these two
currents of thought, particular as it relates to anti-
colonialist/anti-imperialist struggle in North America.

New Face of Liberation was usedwﬂhmnthn
Eﬂimﬁf Mr. C'_‘.I{urchili or Routledge Press. Sorty,
Ward.
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THE NEW FACE OF LIBERATION
Indigencu&; Rebellion, State Repression,
and the Reality of the Fourth World

PEIEIIEIIIIIEITS

- The 4th World is the name given to indigenous peoples descended

from a country’s aboriginal population and who today are com-
pletely or partly deprived of cheir own territory and its riches. . .
The peoples to whom we refer are the Indians of North and South
America, the Inuit (Fskimos), the Sami people [of northern Scan-
dinavia), the Australian aborigines, as well as the various indige-
nous popularions of Africa, Asia and Oceania.

T —George Manuel, 19:?4

E_prélﬁriatd}r 50, of the modes of state repression which have been created within or
[ifirected againse the Third World. The latter term has been employed, appropriately
tigh, in conformity with Mao Zedung's famous observation that the planet has
ﬁ_@)’f’fdiﬁded essentially inco three spheres: the industrialized, capiralist “First World™;
Ll industrialized, socialist “Second World™; and a colonially underdeveloped “Third

‘which may be either socialist or capiralist in its orientation, but which is in ei-

i

: e:went industrializing,!

roamerica and other peoples or communities of color in this country have by-

it lirge been classified by conference presenters as “Third Worldess,” a matter I again

| 16 be generally accurate and therefore appropriate. The black population of the
ied States to my mind constitutes an incernal colony, a5 does the Latino population,

: Insh transplants who are now referred ro as *Appalachian Whires.”
: however, as may have been gleaned from my opening quotation of
Manuel, to discuss a reality left unmentioned not only by Mao, but by analysts

urli :. vérsion of this essay was presented ar the Unfinished Liberation conference ar the Univer-
Enln@iufﬂnuldzq March 14, 1998, Sy

%

g . : R 14 _
\E HAS BEEN CONSIDERABLE DISCUSSION AT THIS CONFERENCE,” AND I THINK - , the impossible.

Fousch World liberation and the exemplary value I've claimed in behalf of
determining indigenous socictics. Anarchism as it is presently configured does noce

compass, nor necessarily even accommodate, such a stance. The position I've bé:in

-
|
=k

outlining is thus readily distinguishable from anarchism, per se, and, o thar exte T

least, requires another deseripror. The term I use is “indigenism. "2 ;
You'll recall that I opened with a quote from George Manuel. His book, :
Fourth World, would be worthwhile reading for anyone interested in pursuing I:]'lel.;d;:%
of indigenism in more depth.*® Roxanne Dunbar Ortiz offers a prerry good surveyaf:
indigenist literature in her Jndians of the Americas, although ic's not been updal:tdh:?u
1984 and omitted a few things like John Mohawl's 4 Basie Call to Camrfammi;%ﬁf‘
t!:ﬂ:]}.“ Other ritles you may find uscful are Haunani-Kay Trask's From dﬁfdjﬂm
Daughter and Jimmie Durham’s A Certain Lack of Coberence.®® Oh yeah, and m}r_g“lﬂl'
Struggle for the Land %6 qﬁ
Now, by way of closing, 1'd like to take up the question of whether the md:hﬂ':
vision is “unrealistic.” All I have to say on the matter is that if you are colonized:r
otherwise oppressed, you must never allow your oppressor to define whar's “rea)
for you. If you do, you'll just end up reinforcing the terms of your ewn coloniza
Thar’s because your oppression is reality to your colonizer. Anything else will &
and inevitably be dismissed as “unrealistic®—or “impaossible,” to pur it less politels
by those who benefit from the oppressive relationship. ;
The best reply to this I've ever heard came from the 1968 student/worker reyolt

France. To "be realistic,” the insurgents announced, it was essential that they "dé

g

One thing that confirms my conviction thar indigenism is the correct recigf._? T
the contemporary serting will be found in the sheer virulence of state efforts 1o r:girE{} ;

it. A decade ago, Bernard Neitschmann did a global survey of armed conflicts then oéic8

il

curring, The results were remarkable. OF the more than 100 wars he caralogund._ffif!] i
85 percent were between indigenous nations and one or more states presuming ani- 4
thority to subordinate them.® The situation has not abared in the 1990s. If anything 58
it’s intensified. Chiapas is sufficient evidence of thac,*? Erih

Right here in the U.S. a “low intensity” war was waged during the mid-1970s. 5
against the American Indian Movement, an unabashedly indigenist arga.niz.atinnf_ﬁ}f-'
simply, a counterinsurgency campaign was conducted to quell AIM's efforts to decol=
onize the Pine Ridge Reservation in Souch Dakora. At least 69 AIM mﬁmb-:'r‘{'?nﬂ:'
supporters were killed on Pine Ridge berween March 1973 and March 1976, \;[: -
another 350-odd people suffered severe physical assaults during the same period A
other casualty was Leonard Peltier, the details and implications of whose case'l;
been dealt with elsewhere in this conference,5® ;

Let’s pause for a moment to consider the number of dead I just mentioned. Ttmay.
not seem great when compared to the body counts racked up elsewhere. But you haw
to realize thar there were never more than a few hundred AIM members and r]m
population of Pine Ridge was only about 10,000 in 1975. Proportionately, the rare
AIM fatalities was identical to that incurred by the Chilean left during the three ye

iy

§ Sy
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41|:|l}5 the Fniunizatic-n of those peoples who are still indigenous is the most recent as-
e or dimension of the phenomenon we've been considering, It follows that decolo-

taiation of what I've been calling the Fourth World must assume a clear primacy of
ehu;]_i.purtmmc within everybody' liberatory agenda. i :

*.w;_‘:"l"h:s is not to say that it is of exclusive importance—I've been trying to show how
s very wide range of struggles can be made to interact constructively when propely

_.. J?:fudl—hut-mat. to reiterate, no other liberatory objective can ever be It‘ui}".ﬁl.[.ﬁﬂcd
-,U:ujy] this one is. { :

2

+ The second aspect of prioritization is dusﬂy related to the first and concerns the
c that Fourth Worlders still retain the codes of knowledge which allow us to prac-
our traditional forms of ecologically balanced socioeconomie and political organi-
-%a: on. Du_r expedient decolonization therefore serves to establish working models for
|2 adsptation by others. :

%ELTDuublmg back for a moment to what I said earlier about Mew Agers and cultural
ggj:ll_pbrlalism. it seems important to observe that what was just mentioned is precisely
i the sort of intercultural dialogue I was calling for instead. Note that it represents a
_.--.alll_”;:ring of information born in the crucible of mutual struggle and resultant political
3 .i-_'gi!ll'l.iﬂiﬂl.l.snf.is, not from the structure of dominarion prevailing today. Note also that it
:r.fonsists of an informational sharing dedicated to the furtherance of the struggle, not

o

i I,'Iﬂ!t self-indulgent collector’s desire to acquire the inside scoop on ritual forms and
_ ;EE like. Learning the size, number, and placement of rocks used in a sweat lodge is
hflnut as relevant to the process of liberation as finding out the particular type of wine
- iied when the TRA takes communion.

1 1F your preoccupation is with the "teachings” of hucksters like Carlos Castaneda,
b #ﬂ;_l_i_ﬁcﬁa:, Brooke Medicine Ego, Sun Bear, Mary Summer Rain, Dh‘.yani Ywahoo, or

;allof the above, you're engaged in something that is at best a form of dilettantism, 8
_-z'.L;{;.:[ess your aspliratiun is to bea dilertante, to enjoy “quality time” masturbating in the
¢ gidods along with the rest of Robert Bly’s “men’s movement,” or making perpetual

LT

fithes to Lynne Andrews' women's equivalent, it would behoove you to hook into

That "something else” is of course what I've been advocating here tonight, and it's
Wwe put a name to it. “"Anarchism” might be a good one, since quite a lot of what
e had to say overlaps with anarchis thinking. I see a lot of commonality between
a[::_‘:uchist ideas of social organization and political economy on the one hand, and in-
;E,mum ways of seeing and doing on the other, and so I push pmfnle 1o explore anar-

- chisim s cheir first and most immediate alternative t progressivism.
"‘-';}_;‘Ch:ck me out on this. Do your homework. Cruise through some classical anar-
; ,_j:|:lsl: material: Lassalle, Proudhon, Bakunin, Kro pptkirl.,: 'Il.{u:élul ph Rocker. Take a
b= tander at Goldman and Berkman and some of the newer stuff4° | recommend Kirk-
-“patrick Sale’s Dwellers in the Land and John Zerzan's Future Primitive, even though

4 _:i._‘ﬁmn:v:mua”y goes off the deep end and starts demanding the decolonization of
. o :

B2 What's left haneing in such readings. however. is hath the emnhasic FPue nlaced an

of almost every ideological persuasion. This is the existence of yet another wurld__;i__ :
world composed of a plethora of indigenous peoples, several thousand of us, each o3
whom constitutes a nation in our own right.? Taken together, these nations com ptislgij a;
nonindustrial “Fourth World,” a “Host World” upon whose territories and with 2}
whose natural resources each of the other three, the worlds of modern statist sociopo-%
litical and economic organization, have been constructed.d *
In substance, the very existence of any state—and it doesn't matter a bit whethet it 3
is fascist, liberal democratic, or marxist in orientation—is absolutely contingent upoi' 3
usurpation of the material and political rights of every indigenous nation wir}.]n'}?"' ;
boundaries. To put it another way, the denial of indigenous rights, both national nuﬁ o
individual, is integral to the creation and functioning of the world order which hu

i
B

evolved over the past thousand years or so, and which is even now projecting itself n‘*‘
an ever more totalizing manner into our collective future.? o
We say, and I believe this includes all of us here, that we oppose this prospect, !|'|
we oppose what was once pronounced by the papacy to be the "Divine Order” of -3
things, whar England’s Queen Victoria asserted was the world’s "Natural Order,” -.v..:__'}_ i
George Bush, following Adolf Hitler, described as a "New World Order,” what Bill
Clinton and Newt Gingrich have sought to consummate behind alphaber soup hil]ﬂl—j
ities like GATT and NAFTA and the MAL In other words, we arc opposed to the en. il
tire S}I’Stl‘_'.ln presently “coordinated” by bodies like the World Bank and d:lﬁr i
International Monetary Fund and the Trilateral Commission. B i

i Y 3
‘We say we oppose all of this, and, with at least equal vehemence, we announce o

X
I
o

cominunities; the ever more wanton devastation and toxification of our l.‘ll‘-’j[ﬂnl_lli.‘-;!.[f' i
an already overburdening, highly militarized and steadily expanding police appam:g'!;_is,__ '
both public and private, attended by an historically: unparalleled degree of social regl
mentation and an astonishingly rapid growth in the prison-industrial complex; mﬂﬂ i
military/corporate fodder; unprecedented concentration of wealth and power. . . |7 7388
We say we oppose it all, root and branch, and of course we are, each of us m-r-'.”::
own way, entirely sincere in the statement of our opposition. But, with that sﬂ¢;ﬂ
in many cases even acted upon, what do we mean? Most of us here identify ourselves /8
as “progressives,” so ler’s start with the term “progressivism” itself. We don't really haye
time available to go into this very deeply, but I'll just observe that it comes from. :
word "progress,” and that the progression involved is basically to start with whs_l_'t's'
ready here and carry it forward. '
The underlying premise is that the social order we were born into results fro
working of “iron laws" of evolution and, however unpalatable, is therefore hnth:in
sary and inevitable. By the same token, these same deterministic forces make it equally g
unavoidable that what we've inherited can and will be improved upon.” The tasl;'ju

1 et
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:;mgrmnm, having apprehended the nature of the progression, is ro use their insights
ot hurry things along, :

“This isn't a “liberal” articulation. It’s what's been passing itself off as a radicel left
" dlternative to the status quo for well over a century. It forms the very core of Marxs
_fg.l'i-_t-f-_liun of historical materialism, as when he observes that feudalism was the social
ﬁ;’_ggiigmnditian for the emergence of capitalism and that capitalism is itself the essential
']«Fl?[jll;l':i_:pnditiun for what he conceives as socialism. Each historical phase creates the con-

tions for the next; that's the crux of the progressive proposition.®

‘Now you tell me, how is that fundamentally different from what Bush and Clin-
+ton have been advocating? Oh, I see. You want to “move forward” in pursuance of an-
i/ other set of goals and objectives than those espoused by these self-styled “centrists.”
h\1:{||'.IJ.|:|g]'u; I'll accept that that's true. Let me also state that I tend to find the goals and
'ﬁh‘iéctim advanced by progressives immensely preferable to anything advocated by
7 Bush or Clinton. Fair enough? g .

h‘; However, I must go on to obsetve that the differences at issue are not fundamental.
tﬂﬁ:y are not, as Marx would have put it, of “the base.” Instead, they are superstrue-
:‘ﬁuilThey represent remedies to symptoms rather than causes. In other words, they
j.u not derive from a genuinely redical critique of our situation—remember, radical
}/means to go to the roorof any phenomenon in order to inderstand i®—and thus can-

"-r._w_|_1'u¢_ offer a genuinely radical solution. This will remain true regardless of the fervor

rare pursued. Radicalism and extremism are, after all, not really synonyms,

. Maybe [ can explain what I'm getting at here by way of indulging in a sort of grand
i fantasy. Close your eyes for a moment and dream along with me that the current pro-
x:;rie:s';iive agenda has been realized. Never mind how, lec’s just dream that is been
Lﬁﬂﬁlled Things like racism, sexism, ageism, militarism, classism, and the sorts of cor-
& poratism with which we are now afflicted have been abolished. The police have been
;ﬁm]ﬂ:d and the prison-industrial complex dismantled. Income disparities have been

|
e

Txd:i:_ni'nat:d across the board, decent housing and healtheare are available to all, an am-
i}ﬂ;j.ndcwcd educational system is actually devoted to teaching rather than indoctri-
glj.:_ ing our children. The whole nine yards.’

i Sound good? You bet. Monetheless, there’s still a very basic—and I daresay uncom-

4

=-I_I;E_|_;i.':__h|b—quﬁriun which must be posed: In this scemingly rosy, scenario, what, cx-

is Et[_y_: happens to the rights of native peoples? Face it, to envision the progressive
It lnnsformation of “American society” is to presuppose that “America”—that is, the
Enlted States—will continue to exist. And, self-evidently, the existence of the United
is, as it has always been and must always be, predicated first and foremost on de-
’: l_!,ill.'}aFthc right of self-determining existence to every indigenous nation within its -
i purported borders. ' v , '
-,;';_ﬁbs:nt this denial, the very society progressives seek to transform would never
i ﬁﬁ.had a landbase upon which to constitute itself in any form at all. So, it would

e

-with which progressive goals and objectives are embraced, or the exuemity with which

 staunchest and most prideful of all “irridentists.”
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substantial resistance to it into a coherent oppesition politics.33 The Black Pant ot
Party’s strategy of focusing its recruitment on “lumpen prulv::tarians“ street BANg 3
members, in plain English—made a lot of sense and is another idea that might be 1.1
Fully resuscitated , Gt
The primary purpose.f everything we do must be to make rh!5 society mcrm:
ingly unmanageable. Thar's key. The more unmanageable the society becomes, ﬂu-;
more of its resources the state must expend in efforrs to maintain order "at humE.f
The more this is true, the less the state’s capacity to project itself ourwardly, I:nfuh B
graphically and temporally. Eventually, a point of stasis will be reached, am.i' in a &1 |
termn such as this one, anchored as it is in the notion of perpetual growth, this mwﬂjh !
to a sort of “Doomsday Scenario” because, from there, things start moving |qg_t_l_w i
other direction—"falling apart,” as it were-—and that creates the conditions of flux
which alternative social forms can really begin to take root and flourish. iy

This is kind of 2 crude sketch, but its easy enough to follow. And, you know wh:g: '

The rewards of following it don’t have to be deferred until the af:r.limath of a -:_ﬁn%
clysmic “revolutionary moment” or, worse, the progressive actualization of sumc_.'.f?r

distant Bernsteinian utopia (which would only turn out to be dystopic, am].r-.-a-'a].']‘_.I .
Mo, in the sense that every rule and regulation rejected represents a tangibly lib:r?l,_!lnfg_. A
experience, the rewards begin immediately and just keep on getting becrer. You willin =3
cffect feel freer right from the get-go. , T

Alright, lec’s follow things out a bit further. The more disrupted, dlsmgamzc:l;;l_ap !
destabilized the system becomes, the less its ability to expand, extend, ot even rnaI I
rain itself. The greater the degree to which this is so, the greater the ].ll-f.l!lihuﬂ:d rh:L !

“Fourth World nations struggling to free ourselves from systemic domination wnl.ﬁsuc, !
ceed. And the more frequently we of the Fourth World succeed, the less the ability.of
the system to utilize our resources in the process of dominaring you. : ;

At this point, we've arrived at an understanding of a confluence of Ipecest thmih
terly transcends the old “three worlds” paradigm, Itnri-u:nin% an v:nurel'{r dlff:i::_}.t_-&
praxical symbiosis, one which is not so much revolutionary as it is ;frrﬂluuanar]:'.:gf. !
don’t want China out of Tibet so much as we want China out of China. We don't just:
want the U.5. out of Southeast Asia or Southern Africa or Central America, we mnﬂ ’
out of North America, off the planet, out of existence altogether. This is to say that fed
want the U.S. out of our own lives and thereby everyonc else's. The pieces dovetili g
rather well, don't they? Indeed, they can't really be separated and only a false ana]rs i
might ever have concluded that they could. . £

Hence, we must seek nothing less than the dismemberment and dwsnl'l.}n[a&?gll;
every statist/corporate entity in the world. All of them. No exceptions. In their smg!,i:r i
we seek reconstitution of that entire galaxy of masions upon which the states hiave
imposed themselves. All of them, and, again, no exceptions. We are in effece the

Here, a certain structure of priorities presents iself, and it does so-in two Wiy
 First, methodologically, any process of “undoing” such as I've recommended muit=

R
commence with the “fixing” of that which is most proximate or recent. Unquestion:::

1
i
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mnng system in varying degrees can be created. Something of the sort was beginning
‘-.tn emerge in the U.S. during the late 19605, as it had in the *305.32

_'ﬁng Most of all, it's :mptr.{uvc to remember that the first element of oppositional
xpmw:r projection lies in refusal, That means, in the contexe at hand, that we must rid
.uun:lvcs of the progressive notion that we can “get laws passed” to fix things. You can
{ “hardly set out to undermine the authority of the state while endeavoring to put sl
“more legislation, any kind of legislation, on the books. The only legitimate form of ac-
*mu}r in the legislative arena is to pursue repeal of the tremendous weight of laws, or-
‘:._1i|nam:|:s, rules, and reguladions chat already exist. Meanwhile, at least some of them
zan be nullified by our conscious and deliberate refusal to comply with them.

/= You've got to break “The Law"—whase law?—to get anywhere at all. To cop a line
ﬁfmm Bob Dylan back in the days when he still had something to say, “To live outside
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] : 'E‘ vod German.” Not a very lofiy stature, thar,
* Let me put it to you this way. If I were to say that our mutual goal is ultimarely to
‘F 1dncw; freedom,” everyone here would immediately agree. But then we'd become
IFIJH';d in some long philosophical debate about what we mean by that, because free-
om is typically presented as a sort of abstract concepr. Well, it's not really so abstracr,
£ ami most assuredly not "intangible.” In fact, I think it can be quantified and mea-

-surcu:[ Try this: Freedom may be defined as absence of regulation. The more regulated
“oitare, the less free, and vice versa.

I'm not sure at this point that it matters much which laws you defy, there’s such a
t proliferation to choose from, and in some ways any of them will do for purposes
h.__hhmuarmg a process of transforming the prevailing individual and mass psychologies

‘ﬁnm thar of "going along” tq that of refusal. Use your imagination, pick a point of de-

: flure, it doesn’t matter how small or in whar connection, and geton with it. Once a
pumcular bit of "unruliness” takes hold, it can be used as the fulerum for prying open
‘1' c.next level, and so on. This is what Marcuse meant when he said that false con-
3 itiousness is always breached at some “infinitesimally small spot,” but that any such
breach might serve as an “Archimedean peint for a broader emancipation.”??

{Can application of this principle actually produce results at higher levels? You ber,
Lok at Prohibition, the Eighteenth Amendment to the U.5. Constitution, to find an
i “mample. It was rescinded for one reason and one reason only: People refused to obey.
'-.Jt l:hdtl.t matter what penalties the state assigned to violating it, or what quantity of re-
g _m:s were pumped into the apparatus of enforcement, Prohibition was met with a
riously ubiquitous “culture of resistance” in all quarters of American society. Even- -

*hf“" becoming so socially disruptive as to destabilize the state itself, and so the law
;s withdrawn, 24

% pfﬂspecl: of a similar outcome over the long run, albeit at a statutory rather than con-

3 stltutmnal level, particularly if we were astute enough to trv and rranslare the rather

|'|1|: law, you must be honest.” The flip side of the coin is that if you choose to “live in- -
"!rda the law you must be dishonest.” Worse, you end up being the moral equivalent of

B
& ally, it was détermined by those who make such decisions that attempts to enforce it -

_J..__;.Thc so-called “War on Drugs” currencly being waged by the state offers the -
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fall from there, don't they? In effect, the progressive agenda is no less contingent upon %
the continuing internal colonial domination of indigenous nations than thar advanced
by Bill Clinton.'®

Perhaps we can agree to a truism on this score: Insofar as progressivism shares with -

the status quo a need to maintain the structure of colonial dominance over native peo-
ples, it is at base no more than a variation on a common theme, intrinsically a partof - '!i
the very order it claims to oppose. As Vine Deloria once observed in a related connec- “‘-‘

unn, “these guys just kccp nght on circling the same old rock while calling it by djffcr- 7
nll

ent.names.
*Since, for all its liberatory rhetoric and sentiment, even the self-sacrifice of its pro- I
ponents, progressivism replicates the bedrock relations with indigenous nations mark-*

LS --‘-vr um'n'_—- st

.
J
¥

nr

?
ing the present status quo, its agenda can be scen as serving mainly to increase the ';E
degree of comfort experienced by those who benefit from such relations. Any such’; 2
outcorme represents a continuation and reinforcemént of the existing order, not its re- 1
peal. ngrcssm:.m is thus one possible means of consummating that which is, not m_ :T'
negartion.'* i

It’s time to stop fantasizing and confront what this consummation might look like.:.
To put it bluntly, colonialism is colonialism, no matter what its trappings. You cant 4

end classism in a colonial system, since the colonized by definition comprise a cia&s‘“"
lower than that of their colonizers.® You can’t end racism in a colonial system because s
the uup:}sed inferiority” of the colonized must inevitably be "explained” (justified) h}r M
their colonizers through contrived classifications of racial hierarchy. 14 You can't :ﬂd
sexism in a colonial system, since it functions—again by definition—on the basis of -
one party imposing itself upon the other in the most intimare of dimensions for pu
poses of obtaining gratification.'?

If rape is violence, as feminists correctly insist,'® then so too is the interculture an

logue of rape: colonial domination. As a consequence, it is impossible to end social Vi
olence in a colonialist system. Read Fanon and Memmi. They long ago analyzed that®
fact rather thoroughly and exceedingly well.'” Better yet, read Sartre, who flady<=]
equated colonialism with genocide.!® Then ask yourself how you maintain a s_',.rstcm
incorporating domination and gmnudﬂ] violence as intepral aspects of itself wr.b‘mﬂh
military, police, and penal establishments? The answer is that you can'. i

Go right down the list of progressive aspirations and what you'll discover, if you're:
honest with yourself, is that none of them can really be achieved outside the context ofge
Fourth World liberation. So long as indigenous nations are subsumed against our WﬂL ;a
within "broader” statist entities—and this applies as much o Canada as to the United'
States, as much to China as to Canads, as much w Mexico and Brazil as to China,a %
much to Ghana as to any of the rest; the problem is truly global—colonialism will | _h_;_:_ﬁ
alive and well.'* H. E

So long as this is the case, all efforts at positive social transformation, no mattcr'
how “revolutionary” the terms in which they are couched, will be selEnullifying, sim-
ply leading us right back into the groove we're in today. Actually, we'll probably be:.
worse off after each iteration since such outcomes generate a steadily growing 1rnpu|1r 5
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du:ndmnrmcnt with the idea that meaningful change can ever be pumlblc This isn'ta
 zero-sum game we're involved in. As Gramsci pointed out, every failure of supposed
altematlm to the status quo serves to significantly reinforce its hegemony.2?
When a strategy or, more important, a way of looking at things, proves itself banl-
2 fupt or counterproductive, it must be replaced with something more viable. Such, is
- ;. the situation with progressivism, both as a method and as an outlook. After a full cen-
ILu}r of failed revolutions and derailed social movements, it has long since reached the
iR pumt where, as Sartre once commented, it “no longer knows anything.”?! The ques-
; tion, then, comes down to where to look for a replacement,

: read}* placed on the Fourth World, I suppose I could take a “New Age" approach and
2 sy you should all go sit at the feet of the tribal elders and learn all about the narive
v Cworldview. But, T'll tell you instead that the last thing the old people need is to be in-

~: ot to deny there’s a lot in the indigenous way of seeing the world that could be use-
I’utl:,r learned by others and put to work in the forging of new sets of relationships be-
“tween humans both as individuals and a5 socieies, as well as between humans and the
test of nature, ™ - :

- Such information is plainly essential. There are, however, serious considerations as
to when and how it is to be shared. As things stand, we lack the intellectual context
 -which, alone, mighe allow a constructive transfer of knowledge to take plm:c For the
{ . people here, or your eounterparts throughout the progressive milieu, to run righr out
'~ ﬁznd try to pick up on what the Naropa Institute likes to market under che heading of
o indigenous wisdom” would be an act of appropriation just as surely as if you were to
-gn after Indian land. There issuch a thl.ng as intellecrual property, and, therefore, in-
tellectual imperialism.?

. The point is that the right of the Fourth World to decolonize itself exists indepen-
dently of any direct benefit this might impart to colonizing societies or any of their
- subparts, progressivism included. More strongly, the right of the Fourth World to de-
tolonization exists undiminished even if it can be shown thar this is rangibly dimdvan-

“r‘mgeous to our colonizers. The principle is not especially mysterious, having been
isbrought to bear in Third Werld liberation struggles for the past half-century and
h*'ﬂmre % Yer, where indigenous nations are concerned, nca:ly everyone— Third World
="‘-!llhcmnonlsts. not least—professes confusion concerning its applicability.?

L : To connect this point to that on New Age dynamics [ was making a few moments
,ago, i's as if Simone de Beauvoir had demanded she be made privy to the “folk wis-
g !ﬂnm of the Berber elders as a quid pro quo for supporting the Mgma.n liberation
stmggle against France. But of course she didn't. De Beauvoir, her colleague Sartre,

‘20id 2 relative handful of others broke ranks with the mainstream of French progres-

vism—it's worth noting that the French communist party actually apposed the decol-

[

- tionally, and in its own righe.26

T at’s e Flear an rhie Tia Paanuaire and Rarera did nare selie the macledms choow 250 ae

b7 There are a lot of ways I could try and answer that one. Given the em phasis ['ve al-

- “undared beneath a wave of wannabe “tribalists™ seeking “spiritual insights.”®2 This is -

3 J,bnnmnun of Algeria—by embracing Algerian independence unequivocally, uncondi- -
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the Algerian liberarionists. This came in the form of a material weakening of thc"
French state to which they apparently unlike French progressivism more gcucraﬂf,

~were genuinely and sermusl}r opposed. Converting such an externally generated \Wﬂk—tq'.

ness into something more directly beneficial to the liberation of French domestié
polity was seen as being their own rask.”?
De Beauvoir and Sartre displayed an exemplary posture, one worthy of emularior
by those members of colonizing societies who reject not just colonialism bur the seatist
forms of sociopolitical and economic organization that beget colonialism. The unnsl::-
tion from taking this position vis-i-vis the Third World ro taking it with respect 1o d1 i :
Fourth seems straightforward enough. e
The trick is for members of colonizing societies who wish ro support Fourch Warld! ]
liberation struggles to figure out how to convert the indirect advantages gamui*"' :

- thereby into something more direct and concrete. This, they must abviously dm'e(':‘*

from their own traditon; it cannot simply be lifted from -.umthcr culture, And hr.n:':st
precisely whcrc pmg,rcss‘wlsm, most ESPECLE.U}" hmmncal ma:r:nahsm, wh";h by its WI'F*:_

worse than useless.”®

Fortunately, an alternative is conveniently at hand. It will be found in what is us
ally referred to as the “Foucauldian method,” actually an approach to historical inier ! o
pretation and resulting praxis developed by Mietzsche during the 1870s and adap[:d,f
by Michel Foucaulr a century later.? Without gettin g bogged down in a lot of theory &3

interrogating instirutions and other phenomena in such a way as to cxplam how lhc?‘ !
can/must “carry us forward into the future,” the Nietzschean cum Foucauldian i 3P?t: H

pmach is to define what is objectionable in a given institution and then trace is J.m—.

eage” baclkwards in time to discover how it went wrong and, thus, how it ca.n'h
“fieed ™30 '

In effect, where Lcl:un asked, “Whar is to be done?,” Foucault asks, “What is “’,-_%a

undone?™!

pmduc.ng wares to offset Iﬁ!l.al‘l.oe upon corpf_‘ural:n: ma.nu.Eax:mrtrs in [h: furure, Bana ‘
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